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article which was Just recentlv published shows that in the
area of bingo and lotteries by two flukes which I mentioned
earlier on this floor, a Supreme Court decision on the
Big Green lottery, the openness of the Nebraska law and
an Attorney General's opinion, that Mebraska bv virtue
of those two things has probably the most w1de-ooened
gambling legislation, other than Las Vepas, in the »nit~d
States, even more wide-opened than Las '.~eras i..
areas because they have regulations. Mow the essence oe
all these amendments that we have adopted 1n 351 is to t»v
to bring this under control. Rather than to sar we are
going to outlaw gambling completelv, we are vein> tn sav
lotter1es and bingo and some of these things should be
left to exist as they were designed back in, when it was,
1958 or whatever, but it should be kept within those
constra1nts, in other words, nonprofit organizat1ons,
beneficial purposes and on a very tightly re~ulster scale.
So now let's move into the Barnett amendment. one of the
methods, one of the methods that the abuse occurs was
that licenses were obtained wholesale by various groups
and then literally turned over, sold, leased out, whatever
you want to call it, to other people who were business,
I use the word loosely, who were businessmen, let's sav.
With the rest of the bill, the balance o" the h111, T
think we have tightly constra1ned this tyne o< activitv
and prevented it from occurring in th area of binvo and
a lot of other areas. Mow the bottom 11ne then gets to be,
1s Senator Barnett's amendment necessary so that some
of these groups that don't have their own bingo halls can
exist. I have thought about it and thought about it and
thought about 1t. I don't want to Jeopard1ze the rest
of the bill but I don't want to put out of business some
of these legit1mate organizations. Ro let's say there are
two or three organ1zat1ons, let's say, I am Just usin~
examples now, the Benevolent Brothers of whatever and let' s
say a church organization and maybe a school, let's sav
none of them have their own facilities but thev can lepit
imately rent one fac1lity, one bu1lding, one for ten dave,
another for ten days and another for ten davs. ~ he cuest t o n
then gets to be, should they be allowed to do this or will
this open it wide open like 1t was before. I guess T "eel
sat1sfied, after th1nking about 1t more and more and more,
that this would open 1t up a 11ttle but the thrust or the
overall intent of the legislat1on would still be maintained,
the regulation would be there even if this amendment were
adopted. So what I am tell1ng you is I am personally ~oinF
to vote for the amendment. I originally was not, but T feel
i.f the balance, if the balance of the amendments are kent,
we w111 have the regulat1on that is reou1red and we w111 have
resolved I th1nk almost any legitimate problem by a @roun
worried about being put out of existence. So use your own
J udgment. I am going to support the amendment Just to
resolve that particular question w1th an understandin~ that
it does weaken it some but I don't think 1t Jeooardizes
to any great degree the overall intent o< the b111. Sos ~
of this 11terature I am handing out, I wish vou would read,
for example, the last page or the last couple oe pa~es oe
that Law Rev1ew article in which they summar1ze and show
you Just how wide open it 1s 1n th1s state in the area o"
gambling. I wish you would read some of these other. "or
example, the Morland Act Commission Report and some of these
th1ngs, where it shows what happened in New vork, Calieorn1a
and other little states, little states, when the~a, let's sa~r,
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